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DETAILED ACTION 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
Abstract is objected to, since "invention", "said" and "means" should not be used in an 
Abstract. In the amended paragraph beginning on page 1, line 18, line 3 thereof, 
"doorstep" should read -doorstop-. In the amended paragraph beginning on page 6, 
line 13, lines 4-5, It is not clear how the stop 32 resting on the driver 33 as seen in fig. 5 
prevents the bolt 4 from moving inwardly. In the same amended paragraph beginning 
on page 6, line 13, line 8 thereof, it appears that the second occurrence of "33" should 
read -31 ~. In the same amended paragraph beginning on page 6, line 13, line 9 
thereof, it is not clear in what sense the driver 33 is rounded. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 23, 28, 30, 33, 35 and 40 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: In daim 23, line 2, -an- should follow "having". In claim 28, line 2, "is 
connected in a fixed in position" Is grammatically incorrect. In claim 30, line 1 , "said 
one" is inaccurate, since the one half claimed in the last line of claim 22 corresponds to 
half 2, and the half referred to in claim 30, line 1 corresponds to half 3. In daim 33, line 
2, "one of is made" is grammatically incorrect. Line 2 of claim 35 is not clear as to what 
is being claimed, that is, what is the center of the outside surface. In claim 40, it is not 
clear what is meant by "self-locking". Appropriate correction is required. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disctosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prnr art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skiW in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the inventton was made. 

Claims 22-25, 29, 30 and 33-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Wiebe (375) in view of the German reference (200). 

It is first noted that an all-glass door as set forth in claim 22, line 1 and claim 25 is not 

being positively claimed. Wiebe teaches a hardware fitting including first and second 

round halves 8 on opposite sides of the door, a lock 6 having a locking bolt being 

slidably retracted by the halves 8, and a round door stop 13, 15 being integrated into at 

least one of the halves. Wiebe also teaches a slanted end surface between the 

bumpers 15, 17. The rubber portion 13, 15 has a lower Shore hardness than the knob 

portion 8, and bumper 1 3, 15 may be regarded as a lower part, and portion 8 as an 

upper part. The portion 15 at the top and bottom of figure 3 define radial projections. 

Wiebe also teaches a laterally extending plate 20 connected by unlabeled screws at its 

four corners as seen in fig. 1, and a central bore receiving a connecting mandrel or 

driver 7 connected to the half 8 by a screw 10. With respect to claim 29, the halves 8 of 

Wiebe teach a recess which receives the bumper 17. Wiebe does not show an 

intermediate nut between the halves 8 for retracting the bolt. The German reference 

(200) teaches a nut 15 to be actuated by a connecting nnandrel 16. It would have been 

obvious to provide a nut in the fitting of Wiebe to be actuated by the nrandrel or driver 7 

of Wiebe, in view of the teaching of the Gemrian reference, the nrrativation being to 

transfer the torque applied to the halves 8 to retract the bolt, as is well known in the lock 

art. 
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Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wiebe in 
view of the German reference (200) as applied to claim 24 above, and further in view of 
DeForrest (796). 

DeForrest teaches a display device 46, 48 used with a plate 34 and window 42 to 
Indicate the position of a locking bolt. It would have been obvious to provide an 
indicating display with the plate 20 of Wiebe, in view of the teaching of DeForrest, the 
motivation being to provide a visual indicator of the locking condition of the door. 

Claims 27 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wiebe in view of the German reference (200) and DeForrest as applied to claim 26 
above, and further in view of Chang et al. 

Chang teaches colors 430 (column 3, lines 64-67) used as indicators, on a slidable bolt 
450. It would have been obvious to use colors on the bolt of Wiebe as modified by 
DeForrest, in view of the teaching of Chang, the motivation being to provide a quick 
visual indicator of the locking position of the bolt and condition of the door. 

Claims 28, 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wiebe in view of the German reference (200) as applied to claim 22 above, and 
further in view of an additional teaching of the German reference (200). 
The German reference also teaches a fixed half 17 opposed to a rotatable half 3 as 
seen in fig. 7, and an emergency device 28 used with the fixed half 1 7. It would have 
been obvious to modify the fitting of Wiebe to include a fixed and rotatable half, with an 
emergency device used with the fixed half, in view of the teaching of the German 
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reference (200), the motivation being to simplify opening of the door by pulling on the 
fixed half, and allowing emergency retraction of the locking bolt. 

Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatenteible over Wiebe in 
view of the German reference (200) as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of 
an additional teaching of the German reference (200). 

The German reference also teaches a locating pin or locking screw 20 as seen in fig. 7 
between the halves. It would have been obvious to modify the screws at the four 
corners of the plate 20 of Wiebe, such that they engage the opposite half, whereby one 
screw may be regarded as a locking screw, and the other screws may be regarded as 
locating pins, in view of the teaching of the German reference (200), the motivation 
being to securely connect the opposite halves to the door. 

Claims 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wiebe in view of the German reference (200) as applied to daim 22 above, and 
further in view of Esser et al or Taylor. 

With respect to claim 40, the bolt of the German reference is regarded as self-locking, 
and used with a nut 15, as set forth above. Esser et al teaches a nut with plural teeth 
34, two of which may be regarded as drivers, and a third as a limiting stop. Taylor also 
teaches a nut with drivers (a,b) and a limiting stop (c). It would have been obvious to 
modify the nut of Wiebe as modified by the German reference, to include at least two 
drivers and a limiting stop, in view of the teaching of Esser et al or Taylor, the motivation 
being to transfer torque from the halves to the locking bolt. 
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Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wiebe in 
view of the German reference as applied to daim 22 above, and further in view of 
Manson et al. 

In column 6, line 52, Manson teaches a special stainless steel handle. It would have 
been obvious to form the parts 8 of Wiebe of stainless steel, in view of the teaching of 
Manson et al, the motivation being to provide corrosion resistance. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lloyd A. Gall whose telephone number is 571-272-7056. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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